SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


3  1223  03627  3416 

DEPARTMENT  OF  CITY  PLANNING  450  McAllister  street  •  san  francisco.  California  94102 


NOTICE  THAT  AN 
ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  REPORT 
IS  DETERMINED  TO  BE  REQUIRED 


u o v.U M E W TS  DEPT. 

JUL  2  4  1S84 

SAfJ  FRANCISCO 


Date  of  this  Notice:   July  20,  1984 


Lead  Agency:     City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Department  of  City  Planning  * 

450  McAllister  Street  -  5th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  9410  2 


Agency  Contact  Person:   Paul  Maltzer 


Telephone:     (415)  558-5261 


Project  Title:  83.433E 

Kaiser  North  Wing  Addition  and 
Parking  Structure 


Project  sponsor:  Kaiser  Foundation 
Hospitals 

Project  Contact  Person: Richard . Nygard 


Project  Address:  2425  Geary  Boulevard 

Assessor's  Blodc(s)  and  Lot(s ):  1095/5  &  1098/12,  35  &  39 
City  and  County:    San  FranciSCO 


Project  Description:  South  side  of  Geary  between  Lyon  Street  and  St.  Joseph's  Avenue, 
Lot  5  in  Assessor's  Block  1095,  and  south  side  of  Geary  Blvd.,  between  St.  Joseph's 
Ave.,  and  Divisadero  St.,  Lots  11,  35  and  39  in  Assessor's  Block  1098.  Construction 
of  six-story,  96-foot  high,  126,700  gross  square  foot  addition  to  main  hospital; 
rehabilitation  of  50,000  gross  square  feet  of  existing  hospital  space  and  construction 
of  multi -story,  105-foot  high  parking  structure  for  800-1,000  vehicles. 


THIS  PROJECT  MAY  HAVE  A  SIGNIFICANT  EFFECT  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENT  AND  AN  ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT  REPORT  IS  REQUIRED.    This  determination  is  based  upon  the  criteria  of  the 
Guidelines  of  the  State  Secretary  for  Resources,  Sections  15063  (Initial  Study),  15064 
(Determining  Significant  Effect)  ,  and  15065  (Mandatory  Findings  of  Significance),  and 
the  following  reasons,  as  documented  in  the  Environmental  Evaluation  (Initial  Study)  for 
the  project,  which  is  attached. 


Deadline  for  Filing  of  an  Appeal  of  this  Determination  to  the  City  Planning 
Commission:      July  30.  1984  . 

An  appeal  requires:     1)     a  letter  specifying  the  grounds  for  the  appeal,  and; 

2)     a  $35.00  filing  fee. 

EF 


ALEC  S.  BASH,  Environmental  Review  Officer 


ASB:  BWS:  eh 
8362A 


ER5  4/84 


3   1223  03627  3416 


FINAL  INITIAL  STUDY 

NORTH  WING  ADDITION,  KAISER  FOUNDATION  HOSPITAL 
PARKING  STRUCTURE,  KAISER-PERMANENTE 
SAN  FRANCISCO  MEDICAL  CENTER 

83.433E 

July  20,  1984 

[.     PROJECT  DESCRIPTION 

The  project  sponsor,  Kaiser  Foundation  Hospital,  intends  to  rehabilitate  50,000  gross 
square  feet  (gsf)  of  the  existing  eight-story,  202,400-square-foot  hospital  building  and  to 
construct  a  new  six-story,  126,700  gsf  north  wing  addition  to  the  main  hospital  building. 
As  part  of  the  north  wing  project,  a  2,700-gross-square-foot  fourth  floor  would  be 
constructed  on  the  east  wing  (O'Farrell  Street  side)  of  the  existing  hospital.  The  new 
northern  addition  would  be  on  the  southwest  side  of  St.  Joseph's  Avenue  between  Geary 
Boulevard  and  O'Farrell  Street.  The  project  site  is  located  on  Lot  5  of  Assessor's  Block 
1095  (see  Figure  1,  page  2).  The  main  entrance  to  the  hospital  would  be  relocated  to  the 
new  north  wing  with  access  from  St.  Joseph's  Avenue. 

The  mass  of  the  north  wing  addition  would  rise  six  stories  above  St.  Joseph's  Avenue  (72 
feet  to  the  roofline)  and  would  be  lower  than  the  existing  hospital  (80  feet).  However,  an 
elevator  tower,  providing  access  to  all  floors  of  the  north  wing  and  the  existing  hospital, 
would  rise  to  a  height  of  96  feet,  which  would  be  15  feet,  6  inches  above  the  existing 
roofline  of  the  hospital's  seventh  floor  (see  Figure  2,  page  3).  In  addition,  the  potential 
for  locating  a  telecommunications  dish  antenna,  six  feet  in  diameter,  20  feet  above  the 
north  wing  addition  roof  is  being  investigated. 

To  improve  the  appearance  of  the  pedestrian  environment,  trees,  shrubs  and  groundcover 
plants  would  be  planted  in  the  area  of  the  north  wing  addition's  main  entry  along  St. 
Joseph's  Avenue.  Decorative,  drought-resistant  shrubs  would  be  provided  in  rooftop 
planters  to  help  shield  mechanical  equipment  when  viewed  from  higher  elevations. 

The  proposed  north  wing  addition  would  extend  hospital  building  construction  on  the  block 
down  to  the  west  margin  of  St.  Joseph's  Avenue,  where  a  44-space  surface  parking  lot  is 
presently  located.  (The  project  would  displace  24  of  the  44  spaces.) 
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In  addition,  the  project  sponsor  proposes  to  build  a  parking  structure  between  St. 
Joseph's  Avenue  and  Divisadero  Street  on  Assessor's  Block,  1098,  Lots  12,  35,  and  39, 
fronting  both  Geary  Boulevard  and  O'Farrell  Street  (see  Figure  1,  page  2).  Lots  12  and  35 
currently  contain  the  three-story,  25,200-square-foot  EZ  Storage  building;  Lot  39  is 
currently  used  as  a  35-space,  surface  parking  lot  for  the  Mount  Sinai  Memorial  Chapel. 
Definitive  plans  for  the  parking  structure  are  currently  being  studied;  however, 
preliminary  indications  are  that  the  structure  would  accommodate  between  800  and  1,000 
parking  spaces  with  both  Geary  and  O'Farrell  Street  access  and  would  be  approximately 
105  feet  high. 

Both  the  north  wing  addition  and  parking  structure  sites  are  within  a  C-2  (Community 
Business)  District  where  principal  permitted  uses  are  offices  and  commercial  establish- 
ments. The  applicable  height  and  bulk  district  is  105-E,  which  allows  a  building  height  of 
105  feet  and  a  maximum  110-foot  length  and  140-foot  diagonal  dimension  above  65  feet  in 
height.  The  basic  floor  area  ratio  (FAR)  allowed  in  a  C-2  district  is  3.6:1;  the  project's 
north  wing  proposed  FAR  is  3.1:1.  The  FAR  for  the  parking  structure  is  unknown  at  this 
time.  Both  projects  would  conform  to  existing  height  limitations.  The  north  wing 
addition  would  not  conform  to  existing  bulk  limits;  bulk  dimensions  have  not  been 
determined  for  the  parking  structure. 

The  north  wing  is  expected  to  be  completed  in  24  months:  renovation  of  the  hospital  would 
occur  over  a  three-year  period.  The  construction  schedule  for  the  parking  structure  is 
unknown  at  this  time. 

0.    SUMMARY  OF  SIGNIFICANT  EFFECTS 

Unless  otherwise  indicated,  the  "project"  refers  to  both  the  north  wing  addition  and  the 
parking  structure. 

The  project  is  examined  in  this  Initial  Study  to  identify  its  potential  effects  on  the 
environment.  The  project  could  generate  impacts  that  could  be  considered  significant; 
these  will  be  analyzed  in  the  project's  focused  environmental  impact  report  (EIR).  These 
potential  impacts  are  energy  consumption,  traffic,  circulation,  pedestrian  movement  and 
parking.  Although  the  design  and  other  project  specifics  for  the  proposed  parking 
structure  are  undetermined  at  this  time,  it  is  possible,  based  upon  the  anticipated  building 
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envelope,  capacity,  and  location  of  entrances  and  exists,  to  determine  whether  certain 
environmental  impacts  generated  would  be  potentially  significant  or  insignificant.  Once 
project  specifics  have  been  refined,  further  environmental  analysis  will  occur. 

The  following  environmental  effects  were  determined  either  to  be  insignificant  or  to  have 
been  mitigated  to  an  insignificant  level  through  measures  incorporated  into  the  project 
design.  These  require  no  further  study  and  will  not  be  addressed  in  the  EIR: 

L     Land  Use 

The  project  would  not  disrupt  or  alter  the  physical  arrangement  or  existing  character  of 
the  vicinity. 

2.  Visual  Quality 

The  north  wing  addition  would  not  substantially  degrade  or  obstruct  any  scenic  view  or 
vista  now  observed  from  public  areas,  generate  obstrusive  light  or  glare,  or  have  a 
substantial,  demonstrable  negative  aesthetic  effect.  Since  design  of  the  parking  structure 
is  undetermined  at  this  time,  visual  quality  impacts  will  be  analyzed  in  a  subsequent 
study. 

3.  Population 

The  project  would  not  induce  substantial  growth,  displace  employees  or  residents,  or 
create  a  substantial  demand  for  housing. 

4.  Transit 

The  project  would  not  substantially  increase  transit  demand. 

5.  Noise 

Operation  of  the  project  would  not  perceptibly  increase  noise  levels  in  the  project 
vicinity.  Mitigation  measures  would  be  incorporated  into  the  project  to  address  potential 
noise  impacts  during  construction. 

6.  Air  Quality/Climate 

The  project  would  not  violate  any  ambient  air  quality  standard,  create  objectionable 
odors,  or  cause  a  change  in  climate.  Mitigation  measures  would  be  incorporated  into  the 
project  to  address  potential  impacts  during  construction. 
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7.  Utilities/Public  Services 

All  utilities  and  public  services  could  serve  the  project  with  existing  capabilities. 

8.  Biology 

The  project  sites  are  already  developed.  The  project  would  have  no  effect  on  plant  or 
animal  life  on-site  or  in  the  surrounding  area. 

9.  Geology /Topography 

The  project  would  be  constructed  under  the  supervision  of  California-licensed  structural 
and  geotechnical  engineers  and  would  comply  with  all  applicable  seismic  and  life  safety 
standards.  The  project  would  not  significantly  alter  the  topography  or  any  unique  geologic 
or  physical  site  features.  v 

10.  Water 

The  project  sites  are  currently  covered  with  an  impervious  surface  and  contain  no  surface 
water.  The  project  would  not  degrade  water  quality  or  groundwater,  or  cause  flooding, 
erosion  or  siltation. 

11.  Energy 

The  project  would  not  encourage  activities  which  would  result  in  the  wasteful  use  of 
energy. 

12.  Hazards 

The  project  would  not  create  a  potential  public  health  hazard,  interfere  with  emergency 
response  or  evacuation  plans,  or  create  a  substantial  fire  hazard. 

13.  Cultural 

No  significant  subsurface  resources  are  expected  to  be  encountered  during  construction. 
Mitigation  measures  would  be  incorporated  into  the  project  to  protect  any  resources  that 
may  be  present. 
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IE.    ENVIRONMENTAL  EVALUATION  CHECKLIST 


A.    COMPATIBILITY  WITH  EXISTING  ZONING  AND         Not  Applicable  Discussed 
PLANS. 

1.     Discuss  any  variances,  special  authori- 
zations, or  changes  proposed  to  the 
City  Planning  Code  or  Zoning  Map,  if 

applicable.    X 

*2.     Discuss  any  conflicts  with  the  Compre- 
hensive Plan  of  the  City  and  County  of 

San  Francisco,  if  applicable.  X   

*3.     Discuss  any  conflicts  with  any  other 
adopted  environmental  plans  and  goals 

of  the  City  or  Region,  if  applicable.  X   

V 

New  hospital  construction  is  subject  to  approval  by  the  City  Planning  Commission  (CPC) 
as  a  Conditional  Use  in  a  C-2  district  as  provided  in  Section  303  of  the  Planning  Code. 
The  project  sponsor  would  also  seek  Conditional  Use  (CU)  authorization  for  the  north  wing 
project  pursuant  to  Section  271,  for  exception  to  the  bulk  limit.  Pursuant  to  Section 
223(m)  and  (n)  of  the  Code,  the  parking  structure  would  require  CU  authorization  if  the 
building  "is  not  completely  enclosed",  (i.e.,  without  a  roof).  Since  the  parking  structure  is 
still  in  a  preliminary  design  stage,  it  is  not  known  whether  CU  authorization  would  be 
necessary.  Public  hearings  were  held  on  September  15,  1983  and  October  20,  1983  on  the 
Medical  Center's  Institutional  Master  Plan  (IMP).  Pursuant  to  Section  304.5(f),  a  CU 
application  cannot  be  heard  until  six  months  after  the  IMP's  public  hearing  date.  All 
required  CU  authorizations  would  be  heard  by  the  City  Planning  Commission  at  one 
hearing. 


*  Derived  from  State  EIR  Guidelines,  Appendix  G,  normally  significant  effect. 
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B.  ENVIRONMENTAL  EFFECTS 
1.     Land  Use.  Could  the  project: 

*a.     Disrupt  or  divide  the  physical 
arrangement  of  an  established 
community? 

b.     Have  any  substantial  impact  upon 
the  existing  character  of  the 
vicinity? 

The  properties  between  O'Farrell  Street  and  Geary  Boulevard  and  along  Divisadero  are 
zoned  C-2  (Community  Business).  Areas  north  of  Geary  Boulevard  and  to  the  south  of 
O'Farrell  Street  are  mostly  zoned  multi-unit  residential  (i.e.,  RH-3,  RM-1  and  RM-2)  and 
consist  primarily  of  apartment  buildings  interspersed  with  single-family  dwellings.  Land 
uses  along  Geary  and  Divisadero  are  largely  commercial  serving  the  related  medical  needs 
of  the  population  using  the  Kaiser  and  Mt.  Zion  medical  centers  (such  as  private  doctor 
and  dentist  offices).  Neighborhood  services  such  as  restaurants/cafes,  cleaners,  etc.  are 
generally  on  ground  level. 

The  hospital  and  main  medical  office  buildings  of  the  Kaiser-Permanente  Medical  Center 
are  located  on  the  blocks  bounded  by  Geary,  O'Farrell,  Lyon  and  Divisadero  Streets. 
Other  medical  facilities  in  the  area  include  Mt.  Zion  Hospital  and  Medical  Center  on 
Divisadero  and  Post  Streets,  the  Garden  Sullivan  Rehabilitation  Hospital  (Pacific  Medical 
Center)  on  Geary  at  Masonic  and  the  California  Podiatry  Hospital  on  Scott  Street,  all 
within  one-half  mile  of  the  project  site.  Renovation  and  expansion  of  the  hospital  facility 
would  be  in  keeping  with  these  existing  medical  land  uses. 

Automobile  parking  is  a  common  land  use  in  the  area,  as  demand  for  parking  is  generated 
by  the  major  institutions  of  Kaiser  and  Mt.  Zion  and  the  Sears  department  store. 

The  parking  structure  project  site  is  partially  covered  by  a  35-space  surface  parking  lot, 
currently  used  by  Mt.  Sinai  Memorial  Chapel.  The  medical  center's  existing  400-car 
parking  structure  is  located  at  2190  O'Farrell  Street,  adjacent  to  the  site.  The  area 
directly  west  of  the  Medical  Center,  bordered  by  Masonic,  Lyon,  Geary  and  O'Farrell 
streets,  is  occupied  by  the  Sears  Roebuck  department  store.  Mt.  Zion  Hospital  and 
Medical  Center  is  two  blocks  north  of  the  project  site.  The  proposed  Kaiser-Permanente 
parking  structure  would  be  consistent  with  the  existing  parking  land  uses. 


Yes        No  Discussed 


X  X 


X  X 
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The  hospital  addition  and  proposed  parking  structure  would  be  located  on  property  already 
owned  by  the  Kaiser-Permanente  Medical  Center.  The  project  would  not  involve 
disruption  or  division  of  the  neighborhood  or  cause  a  substantial  change  in  the  area's 
existing  character.  Land  use  impacts  will  not  be  discussed  in  the  EIR. 

2.    Visual  Quality  .  Could  the  project: 

*a.     Have  a  substantial,  demonstrable 
negative  aesthetic  effect? 

b.  Substantially  degrade  or  obstruct 
any  scenic  view  or  vista  now 
observed  from  public  areas? 

c.  Generate  obtrusive  light  or 
glare  substantially  impacting 
other  properties? 

The  north  wing  would  be  professionally  designed  to  be  visually  compatible  with  the 
hospital  building;  the  architectural  style,  color  and  exterior  materials  would  be  similar  to 
and  relate  with  the  hospital  building. 

The  proposed  project  would  not  obstruct  views  or  detract  from  views  along  the  Geary 
Boulevard  corridor  or  other  public  vistas.  The  project  would,  however,  incrementally 
obstruct  views  of  nearby  hillsides  north  and  northeast  of  the  project  site,  primarily  from 
the  lower  levels  of  adjacent  residential  units  that  overlook  O'Farrell  Street.  The  roof  of 
the  north  wing  addition  would  have  landscaping  to  mask  the  mechanical  equipment  and 
telecommunication  dish.  While  the  project  would  infill  currently  vacant  areas  and 
degrade  some  residential  views,  it  would  not  have  a  substantial,  demonstrable,  negative 
aesthetic  effect.  (Photomontages  and  project  site  photographs  are  contained  in  a  visual 
quality  background  document  available  for  public  review  at  the  Department  of  City 
Planning,  450  McAllister  Street,  San  Francisco.)  This  issue  will  not  be  discussed  in  the 
EIR. 

Light  would  emanate  from  the  building's  interior  during  the  nighttime  hours;  however, 
street  and  exterior  area  lighting  would  not  be  substantially  altered  by  the  proposed 
project.  This  issue  will  not  be  discussed  in  the  EIR.  The  design  of  the  proposed  parking 
structure  is  undetermined  at  this  time  and  its  visual  quality  impacts  will  be  analyzed  in 
the  EIR. 


Yes  No  Discussed 
  _X_  _X_ 

  _x_  _x_ 

X  X 


9 


Yes        No  Discussed 


3.     Population.  Could  the  project: 


*a.    Induce  substantial  growth  or 
concentration  of  population? 


X 


'b.     Displace  a  large  number  of 
people  (involving  either 
housing  or  employment)? 


c.     Create  a  substantial  demand 
for  additional  housing  in 
San  Francisco,  or  substantially 

reduce  the-housing  supply?    X  X 


The  north  wing  project  site  is  currently  an  unattended  surface  parking  lot;  therefore,  no 
loss  of  on-site  employment  would  result  from  the  project.  Upon  completion,  the  hospital 
expansion  project  would  employ  about  150  permanent  new  workers  on  the  site. 
Approximately  88  of  these  would  be  professionals,  21  technicians,  15  clerical,  and  26 
support  service  workers.1  In  addition  to  these  permanent  jobs,  the  project  would  generate 
about  349  person-years  of  construction  labor. 

A  building  used  for  storage  purposes  and  a  surface  parking  lot  currently  occupy  the 
parking  structure  site.  Maintenance  for  these  facilities  requires  no  full-time  employees. 
Existing  Kaiser  maintenance  staff  provides  the  necessary  services  a  few  hours  a  week. 
Employment  related  to  construction  and  operation  of  the  facility  is  unknown  at  this  time 
although  garages,  per  se,  do  not  employ  a  high  ratio  of  employees  (possibly  one  or  two 
additional  employees  would  be  required  for  anticipated  operation). 

The  project  is  not  expected  to  encourage  additional  residential  development.  Kaiser 
employees  live  in  a  wide  geographical  area  both  inside  and  outside  San  Francisco;  new 
employees  associated  with  the  project  would  not  be  expected  to  generate  a  demand  for 
new  housing  adjacent  to  the  site.  This  issue  will  not  be  discussed  in  the  EIR. 


Mrs.  Alva  Wheatley,  Medical  Center  Administrator,  letter,  December  1983. 
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4.     Transportation/Circulation.    Could  the  project: 


Yes 


No 


Discussed 


a. 


Cause  an  increase  in  traffic  which 
is  substantial  in  relation  to  the 
existing  traffic  load  and  capacity 
of  the  street  system? 


X 


X 


b. 


Interfere  with  existing  transportation 
systems,  causing  substantial  alterations 
to  circulation  patterns  or  major  traffic 
hazards? 


X 


X 


c. 


Cause  a  substantial  increase  in  transit 
demand  which  cannot  be  accommodated  by 
existing  or  proposed  transit  capacity? 


X 


X 


d.     Cause  a  substantial  increase  in  parking 

demand  which  cannot  be  accommodated  by 

existing  parking  facilities?  X    X 

A  transportation  analysis  for  the  project  was  prepared  by  Environmental  Impact  Planning 
Corporation  (EIP).  The  conclusions  from  this  report  are  presented  below.  (A  copy  of  the 
report  is  available  for  public  review  at  the  Department  of  City  Planning.) 

On  an  average  day,  the  Medical  Center  attracts  about  1,560  employees,  2,530  outpatients, 
50  inpatients  and  290  visitors.  Travel  to  and  from  the  Medical  Center  is  predominantly  by 
auto.  Previous  surveys  indicate  that  the  low  transit  usage  is  due  to  the  inconvenience  of 
transit  relative  to  travel  time,  pedestrian  access  from  bus  stops  and  difficult  connections 
between  transit  carriers.  In  addition,  people  who  are  ill  or  elderly  generally  prefer  the 
comfort  and  convenience  of  an  auto.  The  hospital  expansion  would  generate  about  440 
daily  person  trips  with  about  50  person  trips  during  the  p.m.  peak  hour  (the  peak  hour 
within  the  4  p.m.-6  p.m.  period). 

The  intersections  of  Geary/St.  Joseph's  and  Geary/Divisadero  are  currently  operating  at 
service  levels  B  and  C-D  respectively.  The  Geary/St.  Joseph's  intersection  operates  with 
very  stable  traffic  flow  while  the  Geary/Divisadero  intersection  experiences  some  minor 
peak-hour  congestion  on  the  Divisadero  Street  approaches.  The  project's  35-40  p.m.  peak- 
hour  vehicle  trips  (42  vehicle  trips/1.1-1.2  auto  occupancy),  would  add  less  than  0.5%  to 
existing  volumes;  service  levels  would  be  unchanged.  Service  levels  may  change,  however, 
as  a  result  of  the  proposed  parking  structure;  this  will  be  discussed  in  the  EIR. 
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The  project  would  add  about  seven  p.m.  peak-hour  transit  trips,  all  expected  to  be  on 
Muni.  When  added  to  the  nine  Muni  lines  serving  the  Medical  Center  vicinity,  the  seven- 
passenger  increase  in  peak-hour  trips  would  not  have  a  measurable  effect.  This  issue  will 
not  be  discussed  in  the  EIR. 

Currently,  the  Medical  Center's  off-street  parking  totals  680  spaces  in  8  separate 
facilities.  The  Medical  Center's  total  estimated  peak  demand  of  980  spaces  suggests  that 
680  vehicles  are  parked  in  the  off-street  garage  and  lots  and  about  300  vehicles  are 
parked  on-street  in  the  Medical  Center  vicinity.  The  north  wing  addition's  parking 
demand  has  been  calculated  at  86  spaces.  The  proposed  parking  structure  would  provide 
between  800-1,000  spaces.  The  project  would  also  displace  24  spaces  from  an  existing  44- 
space  surface  lot  on  the  north  wing  site  and  35  spaces  from  the  parking  structure  site. 
Impacts  associated  with  the  project-related  parking  demand  and  the  proposed  parking 
structure  will  be  discussed  in  the  EIR. 

Issues  associated  with  circulation  patterns  of  the  proposed  parking  structure  and 
particular  pedestrian  issues  relating  to  the  movement  of  patients  and  pedestrian  crossings 
on  St.  Joseph's  Avenue  will  be  discussed  in  the  EIR. 

5.     Noise.  Could  the  project: 

*a.     Increase  substantially  the  ambient 
noise  levels  for  adjoining  areas? 

b.  Violate  Title  25  Noise  Insulation 
Standards,  if  applicable? 

c.  Be  substantially  impacted  by  existing 
noise  levels? 

A  noise  analysis  for  the  project  was  prepared  by  Charles  M.  Salter  Associates  and  the 
conclusions  from  this  report  are  presented  here.  (A  copy  is  available  for  review  at  the 
Department  of  City  Planning.) 

The  project  site  is  adjacent  to  Geary  Boulevard  with  noise  levels  of  72  L^1  and  O'Farrell 
Street  with  about  63  L<-jn  (day/night  weighted  average).  Also,  noise  levels  on  Geary 
Boulevard  are  approximately  82  dBA  when  buses  stop  at  Geary  Boulevard  near  Baker 


Yes  No  Discussed 
  _X_  _X_ 

  _x_  _x_ 

X  X 


12 


Street  and  then  accelerate  up  the  hill.  The  noise-sensitive  receptors  nearest  the  hospital 
project  site  are  the  Kaiser  Hospital  itself  and  residential  development  along  Geary 
Boulevard  and  O'Farrell  Street,  across  the  street  from  the  proposed  project 
(approximately  150  feet  away).  An  apartment  building  with  ground-floor  commercial 
development  is  adjacent  to  the  parking  structure  site. 

Emergency  vehicles  with  sirens  operating  do  not  arrive  with  great  frequency.  A  review  of 

hospital  records  for  October  1983  indicates  that  there  are  typically  0-1  emergency 

vehicles  per  day  coming  to  the  emergency  room  with  sirens  on.  No  increase  in  the  number 

2 

of  delivery  or  garbage  pickup  trips  would  be  expected  as  a  result  of  the  project.  Traffic 
noise  levels  in  the  surrounding  neighborhoods  are  not  expected  to  increase  by  a  noticeable 
amount. 

Construction  noise  levels  in  San  Francisco  are  controlled  by  the  San  Francisco  Noise 
Ordinance,  Article  29  of  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code,  which  states  that  construction 
noise  levels  cannot  exceed  ambient  noise  levels  by  5  dBA  from  8  p.m.  to  7  a.m.,  nor  can 
noise  levels  exceed  60  dBA  from  10  p.m.  to  7  a.m.  unless  a  special  permit  is  granted  by 
the  Department  of  Public  Works.  The  project  sponsor  would  be  required  to  comply  with 
the  ordinance.  Noise  generated  during  construction  of  the  six-story  addition  would 
temporarily  increase  noise  levels  in  the  project  vicinity,  particularly  during  site 
preparation  and  foundation  construction  activities. 

During  site  preparation  (about  1  month),  earth-moving  equipment  on  the  hospital  site 
would  generate  maximum  noise  levels  of  up  to  75  dBA  at  a  distance  of  150  feet,  typical  of 
louder  vehicles  passing  down  O'Farrell  Street,  and  would  not  be  expected  to  constitute  an 
annoyance.  Noise  levels  inside  neighboring  residences  could  reach  about  72  dBA  with 
windows  open  and  67  dBA  with  windows  closed.  The  levels  generated  during  truck  passbys 
would  be  high  enough  to  interrupt  conversation  temporarily  and,  depending  on  the  trucks' 
frequency,  could  be  annoying  to  residents.  During  building  erection  (approximately  1 
month),  maximum  noise  levels  from  crane  and  concrete  pumping  trucks  could  reach  75 
dBA  outside  of  the  nearest  homes  and  85  dBA  from  impact  wrenches.  The  sound 
generated  by  the  impact  wrenches  would  interfere  with  conversations  occasionally  and 
would  be  expected  to  be  annoying;  these  impacts  would  occur  sporadically  over  a  period  of 
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two  to  four  weeks.  The  hospital  itself  constitutes  a  sensitive  receptor  and  during 
construction  of  the  north  wing  there  would  be  an  increase  to  about  75  dBA  that  would  be 
expected  to  be  annoying  to  patients.  Renovation  of  the  existing  hospital  building  would 
result  in  less  noise  than  construction  of  the  north  wing  because  much  of  the  construction 
activity  would  take  place  within  the  building's  interior. 

Noise  levels  during  construction  of  the  parking  structure  would  be  greatest  if  a 
jackhammer  were  used  to  demolish  the  wall  adjacent  to  the  existing  apartment  building 
(which  would  take  approximately  3  weeks).  Noise  levels  inside  these  apartments  would  be 
expected  to  range  from  60  to  70  dBA  depending  upon  the  size  of  the  jackhammer  used. 
These  levels  are  high  enough  to  interfere  with  conversation  indoors  and  could  be  annoying 
to  the  occupants. 

Mechanical  equipment  on  the  roof  of  the  north  wing  would  be  enclosed  to  contain  noise 
generation. 

The  sponsor  has  agreed  to  the  mitigation  measures  listed  on  pages  22-23  to  ameliorate 
impacts  associated  with  construction  activities  of  the  parking  structure.  Therfore,  noise 
impacts  associated  with  the  operation  and  construction  of  the  project  will  not  be 
discussed  in  the  EIR. 


Decibel:  A  logarithmic  unit  of  sound  energy  intensity.   Sound  waves,  traveling  outward 
(dB)  from  a  source,  exert  a  force  known  as  sound  pressure  level  (commonly 
called  "sound  level"),  measured  in  decibels. 
dBA:  Decibel  corrected  for  the  variation  in  frequency  response  to  the  typical  human 
ear  at  commonly  encountered  noise  levels. 

^dn:  ^n  averaSe<^  sound  level  measurement,  based  on  human  reaction  to  cumulative 
noise  exposure  over  a  24-hour  period,  which  takes  into  account  the  greater 
annoyance  of  nighttime  noises.  Noise  between  10  p.m.  and  7  a.m.  is  weighted 
10  dBA  higher  than  daytime  noise. 

A  complete  discussion  of  acoustical  concepts  is  found  in  the  Consultant's  Report  on 
Noise  on  file  at  the  Department  of  City  Planning. 

Charley  Rickard,  Superintendent  of  Buildings  and  Grounds,  Kaiser  San  Francisco  Medical 
Center,  telephone  conversation,  May  8,  1984. 
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6.     Air  Quality/Climate.  Could  the  project: 

*a.  Violate  any  ambient  air  quality  standard 
or  contribute  substantially  to  an  existing 
or  projected  air  quality  violation? 

*b.  Expose  sensitive  receptors  to  substantial 
pollutant  concentrations? 

c.  Permeate  its  vicinity  with  objectionable 
odors? 

d.  Alter  wind,  moisture  or  temperature 
(including  sun  shading  effects)  so  as 
to  substantially  affect  public  areas,  or  * 
change  the  climate  either  in  the  community 
or  region?  _____        X  X 

V 

[n  order  to  assess  the  project's  local  CO  air  quality  impact  in  the  context  of  the  area's 
cumulative  development,  an  air  quality  model  recommended  by  the  California  Air 
Resources  Board  was  applied  to  five  of  the  most  heavily  traveled  intersections  in  the 
vicinity.  Carbon  monoxide  (CO)  air  pollution  modeling  indicates  that  the  state  and 
federal  8-hour  average  CO  air  quality  standard  of  9  ppm  is  currently  exceeded  under 
adverse  meteorological  conditions  at  Geary/Divisadero  and  Geary/St.  Joseph.  In  1987, 
when  the  project  would  be  completed,  it  is  anticipated  that  8-hour  average  CO 
concentrations  would  reach  8  ppm  at  Geary/Divisadero  and  7  ppm  at  Geary/St.  Joseph. 
Whether  or  not  the  proposed  project  is  built,  CO  air  quality  overall  in  1987  would  be 
better  than  it  is  currently  at  these  locations.  Expected  improvements  in  concentrations 
would  be  due  to  ongoing  state  and  federal  regulations  governing  motor  vehicle  emissions. 
Results  of  the  modeling  studies  are  on  file  with  the  Department  of  City  Planning.  This 
issue  will  not  be  addressed  in  the  EIR. 

Construction  activities  would  generate  pollutants  in  the  project  vicinity.  Trucks  and 
equipment  would  release  exhaust  that  would  affect  neighboring  buildings  during  construc- 
tion hours.  Ambient  concentrations  of  exhaust  pollutants  would  be  increased  for  the 
duration  of  the  construction  period;  however,  no  measurable  increases  are  expected.  Site 
preparation  and  construction  activities  would  generate  suspended  particulate  matter. 
Although  emission  factors  upon  which  to  base  estimates  of  the  resulting  atmospheric 
particulate  concentrations  are  not  available,  violations  of  the  state  24-hour  Total 
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Suspended  Particulate  (TSP)  standard  may  result  from  site  preparation  and  foundation 
construction.  The  project  sponsor  has  agreed  to  the  mitigation  measure  listed  on  pages 
24;  therefore,  construction  air  quality  impacts  will  not  be  discussed  in  the  project  EIR. 

Although  the  project's  maximum  height  would  reach  96  feet  for  the  elevator  penthouse, 
the  mass  of  the  north  wing  addition  would  rise  about  72  feet  above  St.  Joseph's  Avenue 
and  would  be  lower  than  the  existing  hospital.  Therefore,  no  significant  shadow  or  wind 
impacts  would  be  associated  with  the  north  wing  project.  The  proposed  parking 
structure's  shadow  and  wind  impacts  will  be  addressed  in  the  EIR.  This  issue  for  the  north 
wing  addition  will  not  be  addressed  in  the  EIR. 


7.     Utilities/Public  Services.    Could  the  project: 

*a.     Breach  published  national,  state  or  local 
standards  relating  to  solid  waste  or 
litter  control? 

*b.     Extend  a  sewer  trunk  line  with  capacity 
to  serve  new  development? 

c.  Substantially  increase  demand  for  schools, 
recreation  or  other  public  facilities? 

d.  Require  major  expansion  of  power,  water, 
or  communications  facilities? 

The  proposed  project  would  increase  demand  for  and  use  of  public  services  and  utilities  on 
the  site.  However,  none  of  these  increases  would  exceed  the  capacity  amounts  expected 
and  provided  for  in  the  project  area.  (Letters  from  agencies  providing  all  required 
services  are  on  file  at  Department  of  City  Planning.)  The  anticipated  increase  in  water 
consumption  generated  by  the  project  would  not  be  significant.  These  issues  will  not  be 
addressed  in  the  EIR. 


Yes       No  Discussed 
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8.     Biology.  Could  the  project: 

*a.     Substantially  affect  a  rare  or  endangered 
species  of  animal  or  plant  or  the  habitat 
of  the  species? 

*b.     Substantially  diminish  habitat  for  fish, 

wildlife  or  plants,  or  interfere  substantially 
with  the  movement  of  any  resident  or  migratory 
fish  or  wildlife  species? 

c.     Require  removal  of  substantial  numbers 
of  mature,  scenic  trees? 


9.     Geology /Topography.  Could  the  project: 

*a.     Expose  people  or  structures  to  major 
geologic  hazards  (slides,  subsidence, 
erosion  and  liquefaction)? 

b.     Change  substantially  the  topography 
or  any  unique  geologic  or  physical 
features  of  the  site? 

The  proposed  hospital  expansion  would  not  expose  people  or  structures  to  a  major  geologic 
hazard,  but  would  alter  the  site  topography  due  to  grading  and  foundation  excavation.  A 
partial  basement  (to  contain  mechanical  equipment)  would  extend  between  13  and  24  feet 
below  ground  surface  of  the  north  wing  addition  site.  Construction  of  the  new  addition 
would  meet  current  seismic  safety  requirements  for  hospitals  as  stipulated  in  Title  24, 
Section  T22-94215,  of  the  California  Administrative  Code.  The  addition  would  be 
supported  on  a  spread  footing  foundation  set  on  bedrock  or  on  end-bearing  piers  drilled 
into  bedrock.  No  pile  driving  or  dewatering  would  be  necessary  during  the  excavation  or 
construction  of  the  new  wing.  Foundation  plans  have  not  been  determined  for  the 
proposed  parking  structure;  however,  minor  excavation  is  anticipated.  The  entire  project 
would  be  constructed  under  the  supervision  of  licensed  structural  and  geotechnical 
engineers  and  would  comply  with  all  applicable  seismic  and  life  safety  standards.  This 
issue  will  not  be  discussed  in  the  EIR. 
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10.      Water.  Could  the  project: 

*a.     Substantially  degrade  water  quality, 
or  contaminate  a  public  water  supply? 

*b.    Substantially  degrade  or  deplete  ground 
water  resources,  or  interfere  substantially 
with  ground  water  recharge? 

*c.     Cause  substantial  flooding,  erosion  or 
siltation? 

There  is  no  surface  water  at  the  site,  which  is  currently  covered  with  an  impervious 
surface.  The  proposed  project  would  not  alter  this  situation.  Runoff  would  continue  to 
drain  into  the  City's  combined  storm/sewer  system.  This  issue  will  not  be  addressed  in  the 
EIR. 


11.     Energy/Natural  Resources.  Could  the  project: 

*a.    Encourage  activities  which  result  in 

the  use  of  large  amounts  of  fuel,  water, 
or  energy,  or  use  these  in  a  wasteful  manner?  ____        X  X 

b.      Have  a  substantial  effect  on  the  potential 
use,  extraction,  or  depletion  of  a  natural 

resource?  X        _____  X 

The  hospital  project  would  increase  energy  consumption  on  the  site  (see  background  report 
on  file  at  the  Department  of  City  Planning  for  further  energy  discussion).  Although 
hospitals  are  not  subject  to  the  energy  effectiveness  requirements  of  Title  24  of  the 
California  Administrative  Code,  the  north  wing  addition  would  be  designed  to  meet  or 
exceed  those  requirements  where  they  do  not  conflict  with  hospital  health  and  safety 
codes.  This  effort  would  ensure  that  energy  would  not  be  used  in  a  wasteful  or  excessive 
manner.  Although  design  specifics  are  unknown,  parking  structures  are  generally  open  to 
the  air  and  are  neither  heated  nor  cooled.  Project  levels  of  energy  consumption  will  be 
addressed  in  the  EIR. 


Yes       No  Discussed 
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Yes        No  Discussed 


12.  Hazards.  Could  the  project: 

*a.     Create  a  potential  public  health 

hazard  or  involve  the  use,  production 
or  disposal  of  materials  which  pose  a 
hazard  to  people  or  animal  or  plant 
populations  in  the  area  affected? 

*b.     Interfere  with  emergency  response  plans 
or  emergency  evacuation  plans? 

c.     Create  a  potentially  substantial  fire 
hazard? 


X 


X 


Contaminated  or  toxic  materials  associated  with  operations  of  the  existing  nuclear 
medicine  department  are  appropriately  isolated  and  disposed  of  according  to  strict  local, 
state  and  federal  guidelines.  Toxic  substances  associated  with  similar  services  located 
within  the  north  wing  project  would  be  handled  in  the  same  manner.  Adherence  to 
established  guidelines  substantially  reduces  the  risk  of  creating  a  public  health  hazard. 

The  project  would  result  in  a  greater  number  of  people  on  the  site,  which  could  potentially 
increase  the  difficulty  of  evacuating  people  from  the  site  in  an  emergency.  All  hospitals 
are  required  to  prepare  fire  and  emergency  evacuation  plans  that  are  reviewed  by  the 
State  Fire  Marshall  in  coordination  with  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  Fire 
Prevention  Bureau.  A  new  plan  for  Kaiser  Hospital  that  incorporates  the  new  addition 
would  be  subject  to  such  review  before  issuance  of  final  building  occupancy  permits  by  the 
Department  of  Public  Works.  This  issue  will  not  be  addressed  in  the  EIR. 


13.     Cultural.  Could  the  project: 

*a.     Disrupt  or  adversely  affect  a  prehistoric 

or  historic  archaeological  site  or  a  property 
of  historic  or  cultural  significance  to  a 
community  or  ethnic  or  social  group;  or  a 
paleontological  site  except  as  a  part  of  a 
scientific  study? 

*b.     Conflict  with  established  recreational, 
educational,  religious  or  scientific  uses 
of  the  area? 

c.     Conflict  with  preservation  of  any  buildings 
of  City  landmark  quality? 


X 


X 


X 


19 


Construction  activity  would  involve  excavation  in  areas  where  a  cemetery  is  known  to 
have  existed  as  early  as  1860.  Although  ail  bodies  were  to  have  been  disinterred  and 
transferred  to  Colma  prior  to  1940,  there  is  a  possibility  that  some  remain  in  the  project 
area.  Should  a  human  bone  be  encountered  during  construction,  the  County  Coroner  would 
be  notified  immediately.  No  cultural  resources  are  expected  to  be  encountered  ; 
however,  the  sponsor  has  agreed  to  the  measure  listed  on  page  24.  This  issue  will  not  be 
addressed  in  the  EIR. 


Maureen  Steiner,  Assistant  Coordinator,  California  Archaeological  Inventory,  letter, 
November  18,  1983. 


Yes        No  Discussed 

C.  OTHER 

Require  approval  of  permits  from 
City  Departments  other  than  DCP  or 
BBI,  or  from  Regional,  State  or 

Federal  Agencies?  X    X 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  93-961,  the  California  Office  of  Statewide  Health  Planning  and 
Development  is  responsible  "for  the  enforcement  of  building  standards  relating  to  hospital 
buildings,  including  plan  checking  and  the  inspection  of  the  design  and  details  of  the 
architectural,  structural,  mechanical  and  electrical  systems,  and  the  observation  of 
construction."  Thus,  authorization  for  a  building  permit  for  the  north  wing  addition  would 
be  granted  by  the  State. 

Yes      No      N/A  Discussed 

D.  MITIGATION  MEASURES 

1.  If  any  significant  effects  have 
been  identified,  are  there  ways 

to  mitigate  them?  _X_  _X_ 

2.  Are  all  mitigation  measures  identified 

above  included  in  the  project?  X   X 

MITIGATION  MEASURES  INCLUDED  AS  PART  OF  THE  PROJECT 

The  following  are  mitigation  measures  related  to  topics  determined  to  require  no  further 
analysis  in  the  EIR.  The  EIR  will  contain  a  mitigation  chapter  describing  these  measures 
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and  other  measures  that  would,  or  could  be,  adopted  to  reduce  the  project's  potential 
adverse  effects  as  identified  in  the  EIR. 

TRANSPORTATION 

In  response  to  the  existing  parking  shortfall  and  anticipated  effects  of  the  proposed 
project,  the  Medical  Center  is  committed  to  a  comprehensive  Transportation  System 
Management  (TSM)  program.  The  program  would  be  implemented  over  a  one-  to  two- 
year  period,  coincidental  with  the  proposed  hospital  expansion. 

The  Medical  Center  wants  to  continue  developing  the  TSM  program  to  improve  alterna- 
tives to  the  single-occupant  auto,  thereby  reducing  traffic  congestion  and  parking 
demand.  The  complete  TSM  program  is  a  comprehensive  set  of  strategies  and  policies  to 
be  carried  out  by  the  Medical  Center.  The  basic  program  is  summarized  as  follows: 

1 .  Administration 

The  Medical  Center's  full-time  Transportation  Coordinator  (hired  in  1982)  would  continue 
to  be  responsible  for  implementing  the  TSM  program.  The  coordinator  would  work 
jointly  with  other  institutions  in  San  Francisco,  and  be  responsible  for  all  of  the 
administrative,  marketing  and  monitoring  functions  outlined  in  the  program.  It  should  be 
noted  that  other  programs  involving  ridesharing,  marketing  and  employee  incentives  have 
already  been  pursued  by  the  Medical  Center. 

2 .  Ridesharing 

Ridesharing  matching  applications  will  be  periodically  distributed  for  all  employees. 
Through  orientation  meetings,  all  new  employees  will  be  personally  contacted  and 
apprised  of  the  ridesharing  program.  The  Medical  Center  will  coordinate  its  efforts  with 
RIDES  and  other  San  Francisco  institutions  to  effect  more  widespread  use  of  ridesharing. 

3 .  Muni  and  Other  Transit  Improvements 

The  Medical  Center  will  coordinate  with  Muni  to  enhance  transit  usage  by  selling  Fast 
Passes  on-site.  In  addition,  the  Center  will  assist  in  efforts  to  expand  peak-hour  Muni 
express  service  linking  the  Medical  Center  with  the  downtown  Transbay  Terminal  and 
peak-hour  crosstown  express  service  from  the  outer  Mission  District. 
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The  Medical  Center  will  also  participate  in  planning  meetings  for  potential  route  changes 
proposed  by  Golden  Gate  Transit  and/or  assist  coordination  efforts  beween  Golden  Gate 
and  Muni  services. 

4.  Marketing  and  Employee  Incentives 

The  following  marketing  and  employee  incentive  measures  will  be  implemented  by  the 
Center's  Transportation  Coordinator: 

o      provide  orientation  briefings  for  new  employees 

o      establish  a  transportation  center  where  transit  and  ridesharing  information  will 
be  available 

o      maintain  continuing  publicity  as  well  as  special  promotions 
o     seek  reduced-price  Muni  Fast  Passes  and  sell  the  passes  on-site 
o     provide  preferential  free  parking  for  carpools  and  vanpools. 

5.  Program  Monitoring 

To  effectively  monitor  the  TSM  program,  the  Center  will: 

o     conduct  an  updated  employee  travel  survey  in  1985,  identifying  current  transpor- 
tation characteristics 

o     conduct  another  employee  travel  survey  in  1985  to  establish  the  effectiveness  of 
the  TSM  program 

o      maintain  records  of  carpool  and  vanpool  information,  sale  of  transit  passes, 
parking  usage,  and  so  forth. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing  program,  the  Medical  Center  has  recently  rented  an  auxiliary 
employee  parking  lot  located  at  Geary  Boulevard  and  Fillmore  Street  (effective  March  1, 
1984).  This  85-space  facility  is  linked  with  the  Center  via  a  shuttle  bus. 

NOISE 

With  respect  to  construction  noise  levels,  the  sponsor  would  require  that  trucks  accessing 
the  hospital  site  enter  and  exit  v\a  Geary  Boulevard  and/or  St.  Joseph's  Avenue,  and,  to 
the  extent  possible,  not  use  O'Farrell  Street.  Similarly,  trucks  accessing  the  parking 
structure  site  would  be  required  to  enter  and  exit  on  Geary  and,  to  the  extent  possible, 
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not  use  O'Farrell.  In  addition,  all  concrete-pumping  trucks  and  other  stationary  noise 
sources  would  be  located  on  the  Geary  Boulevard  side  of  the  construction. 

To  the  extent  possible,  the  existing  hospital  wall  would  remain  during  constuction  of  the 
north  wing  to  serve  as  a  sound  barrier.  Prior  to  foundation  excavation,  a  10-foot  high 
plywood  fence  would  be  erected  around  the  construction  site.  This  fence  could  reduce 
ground  level  construction  site  noise  by  10  to  15  dBA,  and  shield  the  surrounding  area  from 
the  noise  of  portable  generators,  air  compressors,  concrete  pumpers  and  earth  moving 
equipment. 

During  renovation  of  the  existing  hospital,  an  interior  wall  covered  with  sheetrock  would 
be  constructed  around  the  area  to  be  renovated  to  serve  as  a  noise  barrier.  The 
contractor  would  be  required  to  notify  hospital  staff  in  the  immediate  area  prior  to  use  of 
any  equipment  that  could  result  in  excessive,  annoying  noise  to  the  patients.  Staff  would 
have  the  authority  to  halt  construction  and  require  the  contractor  to  reschedule  at  a  later 
time. 

With  respect  to  construction  noise,  the  contractor  would  be  required  to  isolate  excessive 
noise  sources  to  the  extent  possible  and  arrange  operation  of  equipment  in  intermittent 
work  schedules  to  break  up  the  effect  of  constant,  annoying  noise.  When  necessary, 
hospital  staff  would  issue  ear  plugs  to  patients  to  reduce  noise  effects.  If  noise  is 
determined  to  be  excessive  and  detrimental  to  the  patients'  health,  patients  would  be 
moved  to  another  location  within  the  hospital.  If  the  patient  cannot  be  accommodated 
within  the  hospital,  the  patient  would  be  moved  to  another  Kaiser  facility  or,  if  necessary, 
to  another  hospital  within  San  Francisco. 

During  demolition  of  the  EZ  storage  building,  a  concrete  saw  would  be  used  in  lieu  of 
jackhammers  to  take  down  the  wall  facing  the  existing  apartment  building.  The  concrete 
saw  generates  a  higher  frequency  noise  that  would  be  more  effectively  muffled  by  the 
existing  apartment  building  wall.  Additionally,  it  would  be  a  more  continuous,  less 
annoying  noise  as  opposed  to  the  repetitive  noise  generated  by  the  jackhammers. 

The  hospital  currently  uses  trash  dumpsters  located  on  O'Farrell  Street  to  remove 
materials  from  various  remodeling  activities  within  the  hospital.  Because  of  traffic 
problems,  Sunset  Scavenger  Company  has  chosen  to  empty  these  dumpsters  in  the  middle 
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of  the  night.  Since  dumpsters  would  be  used  to  remove  debris  during  construction  of  the 
proposed  north  wing  and  parking  structure,  the  sponsor  would  relocate  the  dumpsters  to 
the  construction  site  and  construction  contracts  would  specify  daytime  pickup. 


AIR  QUALITY 

The  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  requires  that  measures  be  taken  to  minimize  dust 
generation;  specifically,  it  calls  for  watering  of  demolition  materials  and  soils.  The 
project  sponsor  would  require  the  contractor  to  implement  a  twice-daily  watering 
program,  which  would  reduce  the  likelihood  of  airborne  construction  dust  and  particulates 
exceeding  state  and  federal  standards.  An  effective  watering  program  (complete 
coverage  twice-daily)  can  reduce  emissions  by  about  50%.  Adjacent  streets  would  be 
mechanically  swept  by  the  demolition  and  excavation  contractors  so  that  silt  would  not  be 
washed  into  the  storm  drains  and  dust  would  be  removed. 

CULTURAL 

Should  evidence  of  cultural  or  historic  artifacts  of  significance  (including  human  burial 
remains)  be  found  during  project  excavation,  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  and  the 
President  of  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  would  be  notified.  The  project 
sponsor  would  select  an  archaeologist  or  other  expert  to  help  the  Office  of  Environmental 
Review  determine  the  significance  of  the  find  and  whether  feasible  measures,  including 
appropriate  security  measures,  could  be  implemented  to  preserve  or  recover  such 
artifacts.  The  Environmental  Review  Officer  would  then  recommend  specific  mitigation 
measures,  if  necessary,  and  recommendations  would  be  sent  to  the  State  Office  of 
Historic  Preservation.  Excavation  or  construction  that  might  damage  the  discovered 
cultural  resources  would  be  suspended  for  a  maximum  of  four  weeks  to  permit  inspection, 
recommendation  and  retrieval,  if  possible. 


Yes 


No 


Discussed 


E. 


ALTERNATIVES 


I. 


Were  alternatives  considered? 


X 


X 


Several  alternatives  to  the  proposed  project  will  be  discussed  in  the  EIR  including: 


o  No-Project  Alternative 

o  Project  Located  at  an  Alternative  Site 

o  Smaller-Project  Alternative 
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MANDATORY  FINDINGS  OF  SIGNIFICANCE 


Does  the  project  have  the  potential  to  degrade  the 
quality  of  the  environment,  substantially  reduce 
the  habitat  of  a  fish  or  wildlife  species,  cause 
a  fish  or  wildlife  population  to  drop  below 
self-sustaining  levels,  threaten  to  eliminate 
a  plant  or  animal  community,  reduce  the  number 
or  restrict  the  range  of  a  rare  or  endangered 
plant  or  animal,  or  eliminate  important  examples 
of  the  major  periods  of  California  history  or 
prehistory? 

Does  the  project  have  the  potential  to  achieve 
short-term,  to  the  disadvantage  of  long-term, 
environmental  goals? 

Does  the  project  have  possible  environmental 
effects  which  are  individually  limited,  but 
cumulatively  considerable?  (Analyze  in  the 
light  of  past  projects,  other  current  projects, 
and  probable  future  projects.) 

Would  the  project  cause  substantial  adverse 
effects  on  human  beings,  either  directly  or 
indirectly? 

Is  there  a  serious  public  controversy 
concerning  the  possible  environmental 
effect  of  the  project? 


» 


G.  ON  THE  BASIS  OF  THIS  INITIAL  STUDY: 

  I  find  the  proposed  project  COULD  NOT  have  a  significant  effect  on  the 

environment,  and  a  NEGATIVE  DECLARATION  will  be  prepared  by  the 
Department  of  City  Planning. 

  I  find  that  although  the  proposed  project  could  have  a  significant  effect 

on  the  environment,  there  WILL  NOT  be  a  significant  effect  in  this  case 

because  the  mitigation  measures,  numbers  ,  in  the  discussion  have  been 

included  as  part  of  the  proposed  project.  A  NEGATIVE  DECLARATION 
will  be  prepared. 

X  I  find  that  the  proposed  project  MAY  have  a  significant  effect  on  the 

environment,  and  an  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  REPORT  is  required. 

Alec  S.  Bash, 
Environmental 
Review  Officer 

for 

Dean  L.  Maoris  ' 
Director  of  Planning 

Date:  July  20,  1984 
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IX.  DISTRIBUTION  LIST 


FEDERAL  AND  STATE  AGENCIES 

State  Office  of  Intergovernmental 
Management 
State  Clearinghouse 

Don  Rake 

Air  Resources  Board 
General  Projects  Section 


REGIONAL  AGENCIES 

Association  of  Bay 
Area  Governments 


Irwin  Mussen 
BAAQMD 


SF  Fire  Dept.,  Div.  of  Planning  & 
Research 

SF  Municipal  Railway-Planning  Div. 

City  Attorney's  Office 

MEDIA 

San  Francisco  Bay  Guardian 
San  Francisco  Chronicle 
San  Francisco  Examiner 
San  Francisco  Progress 
The  Sun  Reporter 
Tenderloin  Times 


California  Archaeological 
Site  Survey  Regional  Office 


Darnall  W.  Reynolds 

Calif.  Dept.  of  Trans.-Bus.  &  Trans.  Agency 


Larry  Layne 

Calif.  Dept.  of  Trans.-Public  Trans.  Branch 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
City  Planning  Commission 

Bureau  of  Bldg.  Inspection 

Water  Department,  Distribution  Div. 

(CULCOP) 

c/o  GES  -  Utility  Liaison 


LIBRARIES 

City  Library  -  Civic  Center 
Cogswell  College  Library 
EPA  Library 
Stanford  University 

SF  State  University 
Inst,  of  Govt.  Studies 
Hastings  College  of  the  Law 

GROUPS  AND  INDIVIDUALS 
Carl  Imparato 

Legal  Assistance  to  the  Elderly 


Dept.  of  Public  Works-Traffic  Eng.  Div. 
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GROUPS  AND  INDIVIDUALS  (Cont.) 


San  Franciscans  for  Reasonable  Growth 
San  Francisco  Tomorrow 

Robert  G.  Rappel 

Linda  A.  Jue 

Quirino  V.  Arzaga,  Pres. 

Polly  B.  Arzaga,  Pres. 
Filipino  American  Women's  Political 
Action  League 

Ricardo  S.  Morada,  Exec.  Asst. 
Philippine  News 

Lynn  Pamplin 

Rudolph  Grunsfeld 

Elizabeth  M.  Lewis,  M.D. 

ADJACENT  PROPERTY  OWNERS 

Sinai  Memorial 

Christ  Bearers  Church 

Mt.  Zion  Hospital 
Accounting  Department 

Chevron  USA,  Inc. 

c/o  Manager  Property  Taxes 

Med-Group 

Isac  &  Eileen  Marchasin 
Aidan  O'Sullivan 
Colm  &  Julie  Healy 
Baby  William 
Theodore  <5c  Thomas  Eden 
Theodore  &  Thomas  Eden 
Oscar  &  Ismay  Daniels 


Shin  Kwon  Kim 

Frank  J.  Annicelli 

Ray  &  Ezzatollah  Simnegar 

Paul  &  Alice  Wong 

Richard  &  Jean  Cheung 

Robert  &  Carol  Wolfe 
c/o  Wolfe  &  Associates 

Naismith  Dental  Corp. 

The  National  Collection  Agency  Inc. 

Johnnie  M.  Choice 

Jrotha  Smith 

Aaron  Stevenson 

Josephine  Haywood 

Francis  Rice 

Dean  Leng 

Hiroshi  &  Jun  Arai 

Howard  E.  Harrison 

Robert  W.  Bartlett 

Rodney  &  Jane  Vinson 

Reginald  &  Barbara  Becker 

David  D.  Chow 

c/o  Merchant  Realty 

Julia  Scanlan 
c/o  Julia  Blanco 

Jane  A.  Kastner 

Howard  Cooper 

Lloyd  &  Josephine  Pollard 
c/o  Donet  Co. 
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ADJACENT  PROPERTY  OWNERS  (Cont.) 


Guinnane  Construction  Co. 
Johnny  Land 

Charlotte  Cahen 

Sears  Roebuck  6c  Co. 

Thomas  6c  Patricia  Hayes 

Leased  Stations,  Inc. 

Sheldon  Kirchman 

Grace  Wheatley 

Ivy  Chargois 

Douglas  Rathke 
c/o  Jerry  Bernstein 

PG&E 

Broderick  &  O'Farrell  Apartments 
c/o  Gordon  Briggs 

Augusta  Varakin 

George  &  Julia  Asdrubale 

Mabel  Sanford 

Broderick  &  O'Farrell  Apartments 
c/o  Gordon  Briggs 

George  Belcher 

Edith  Goldenberg 

Merchant  Investment  Co. 

Lawrence  &  Anne  Jue 

Guenter  Kaussen 

c/o  Guenter  Kaussen  Properties 

Henry  Hwang  &  Yung  Wai 
Mrs.  Winni  Hwang 

Richard  &  Welta  O'Connor 

Zelko  6c  Renee  Simoni 

Mr.  Norman  Moore 


NEIGHBORHOOD  ORGANIZATIONS  IN  THE  VICINITY  OF  KAISER  HOSPITAL 


ANZA  VISTA  ASSOCIATION 
M.  David  Thier,  M.D.,  President 

BEIDEMAN  AREA  NEIGHBORHOOD  GROUP 
Noni  Richen,  Chairperson 

CLEMENT  STREET  MERCHANTS  ASSOCIATION" 
Ms.  Sue  Danielson,  President 

FILLMORE  MERCHANTS  6c  IMPROVEMENT  ASSOCIATION 
Ms.  Mildred  Burrell,  President 

GREATER  DIYTSADERO  BUSINESS  ASSOCIATION 
Mr.  Allen  Simpson,  President  . 

GREATER  GEARY  BLVD.  MERCHANTS  <Jc 
PROPERTY  OWNERS  ASSOCIATION,  INC. 
Ms.  Madeline  Ongwarsky,  President 

JORDAN  PARK  IMPROVEMENT  ASSOCIATION 
Mrs.  Irene  Young,  President 

LAUREL  HEIGHTS  IMPROVEMENT  ASSOCIATION 
Mr.  R.  Brian  Tench.  President 

LAUREL  VILLAGE  MERCHANTS  ASSOCIATION 
Ms.  Anita  L.  Erwin,  President 

PACIFIC  HEIGHTS  RESIDENTS  ASSOCIATION 
Mr.  Charles  P.  Hagner,  President 

NEIGHBORHOOD  ORGANIZATIONS  IN  THE  VICINITY  OF  KAISER  HOSPITAL  (Cont.) 

PACIFIC  HEIGHTS  MERCHANTS  AND 
PROPERTY  OWNERS  ASSOCIATION 
Mr.  Tony  Pierce,  President 

PLANNING  ASSOCIATION  FOR  THE  RICHMOND 
Mr.  Jonathan  Bulkley.  President 

PRESIDIO  HEIGHTS  ASSOCIATION  OF  NEIGHBORS 
Mr.  Dean  R.  Frisbie,  President 

SACRAMENTO  STREET  IMPROVEMENT  ASSOCIATION 
Mrs.  Robert  C.  Harris,  Jr.,  President 

SACRAMENTO  STREET  ASSOCIATION 
Ms.  Lexie  Quiring,  President 

STANYAN-FULTON  STREET  ASSOCIATION 
Mr.  Oskar  A.  Moe,  Acting  President 

WESTERN  ADDITION  NEIGHBORHOOD  ASSOCIATION 
Mrs.  M.J.  Staymates,  Chairperson 
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